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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

This communication is responsive to the amendment filed 08/04/2005. 

Claims 1 , 2, 4, 8, 9 and 14 are pending in this application. Claims 1,2,8, 9, and 
14 are independent claims. In the amendment filed 08/04/2005, Claims 1 , 2, 8, 9 and 
14 were amended and claims 3, 5-7 and 10-13 were canceled. This action is made 
Final. 

The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

Claims 1, 2, 4, 8, 9, and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Ezekiel et al. (US 5625783) in view of Morcos et al. (US 6229539). 

In regards to claim 1 , Ezekiel teaches a method for suppressing menu items on a 
menu, comprising: 

retrieving menu items for said menu when an operating system conducts a hook 
function to notify that an application displays said menu (i.e. "To rebuild the menu bar 
and menus (steps AD, AE, and AF), application program 260 determines what 
packages and packets are active and gathers the commands from the command tables 
of these packages and packets (step AD). It then constructs a complete menu 
hierarchy including a menu bar t menus, and submenus, if any, in which the commands 
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from the various command tables are organized according to their display groups (step 
AE). The resulting menu bar is displayed in visual display 221, and the menus and 
submenus therein become available for selection by the user with selector device 222 
(step AF)" Column 8, Line 49); 

conducting a suppress process indicated in a definition file for each of said menu 
items when said retrieved menu items have been registered in said definition file (i.e. 
"The step of organizing the contents of the menu bar and menus (step AE) is shown in 
greater detail in the flowchart of FIG. 7. In the specific embodiment, shell 300 uses an 
organizational plan that is predetermined and built into the design of application 
program 260. The organizational plan provides a guideline as to which menus are to be 
included in the menu bar and in what order, and which groups are to be included in 
particular menus and in what order. It is readily extensible to new groups and menus 
introduced by add-on software components. For example, the add-on components can 
specify where a new group or menu is to appear in relation to an existing group or 
menu." Column 9, Line 14); 

and passing said menu having said menu items to said application when said 
suppress process is conducted in said conducting, whereby said menu is displayed with 
said menu items for each of which said suppress process is conducted (i.e. "Within the 
menu currently under consideration, shell 300 considers in turn each group identifier 
that could possibly appear in the menu (step CB). If, according to the menu contents as 
previously determined in step AD, no commands are assigned to a display group for this 
group identifier (step CC), then the group is suppressed from the menu (step CD). 
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Otherwise, the group is included in the menu as a display group that contains the 
previously determined commands (step CE). Processing continues until all possible 
groups of the menu have been considered. If the resulting menu is empty because all 
of its groups were suppressed (step CP), then the entire menu is suppressed (step CG). 
Otherwise the menu is included in the menu bar (step CH). Processing continues until 
all possible menus have been considered" Column 9, Line 30). 

Ezekiel does not specifically teach modifying a definition file by allowing a user to 
select one or more of said menu items being registered in a definition file to be 
suppressed, and indicating a suppress process to said one or more of said menu items. 
Morcos teaches modifying a definition file by allowing a user to select one or more of 
said menu items being registered in a definition file to be suppressed, and indicating a 
suppress process to said one or more of said menu items (i.e. Figure 7, "Save in"). It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
modify Ezekiel with the teachings of Morcos and provide the functionally of modifying a 
definition file with the motivation to offer the user a simpler method of setting up different 
layouts for different scenarios. 

In regards to claim 2, Ezekiel teaches a method for suppressing menu items on a 
menu, comprising the step of: 

retrieving menu items for said menu and an application ID specifying an 
application of said menu items when an operating system conducts a hook function to 
notify that said application displays said menu (i.e. "The step of determining the 
contents of the menu bar and menus (step AD) is shown in greater detail in the 
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flowchart of FIG. 6. For each registered package (step BA), shell 300 considers in turn 
each of the commands in the package's command table (step BB), and assigns each of 
these package commands to a display group according to the command's group 
identifier (step BC). Shell 300 then checks to determine whether any windows are 
active (step BD). If there is an active window, shell 300 checks to determine the active 
packet for the active window, that is, the packet pointed to by the template object for the 
active window (step BE). Shell 300 considers in turn each of the commands in the 
active packet's command table (step BF), and assigns each of these packet commands 
to a display group according to the command's group identifier (step BG)." Column 8, 
Line 66); 

conducting a suppress process indicated in a definition file for a location of said 
retrieved application ID for said menu items when said retrieved menu items have been 
registered in said definition file (i.e. "The step of organizing the contents of the menu bar 
and menus (step AE) is shown in greater detail in the flowchart of FIG. 7. In the specific 
embodiment, shell 300 uses an organizational plan that is predetermined and built into 
the design of application program 260. The organizational plan provides a guideline as 
to which menus are to be included in the menu bar and in what order, and which groups 
are to be included in particular menus and in what order. It is readily extensible to new 
groups and menus introduced by add-on software components. For example, the add- 
on components can specify where a new group or menu is to appear in relation to an 
existing group or menu" Column 9 t Line 14); 
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and passing said menu having said menu items to said application when said 
suppress process is conducted, whereby said menu is displayed with said menu items 
for each of which said suppress process is conducted (i.e. "Within the menu currently 
under consideration, shell 300 considers in turn each group identifier that could possibly 
appear in the menu (step CB). If, according to the menu contents as previously 
determined in step AD, no commands are assigned to a display group for this group 
identifier (step CC), then the group is suppressed from the menu (step CD). Otherwise, 
the group is included in the menu as a display group that contains the previously 
determined commands (step CE). Processing continues until all possible groups of the 
menu have been considered. If the resulting menu is empty because all of its groups 
were suppressed (step CF), then the entire menu is suppressed (step CG). Otherwise 
the menu is included in the menu bar (step CH). Processing continues until all possible 
menus have been considered." Column 9, Line 30). 

Ezekiel does not specifically teach modifying a definition file by allowing a user to 
select one or more of said menu items being registered in a definition file to be 
suppressed, and indicating a suppress process to said one or more of said menu items. 
Morcos teaches modifying a definition file by allowing a user to select one or more of 
said menu items being registered in a definition file to be suppressed, and indicating a 
suppress process to said one or more of said menu items (i.e. Figure 7, "Save in"). It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
modify Ezekiel with the teachings of Morcos and provide the functionally of modifying a 
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definition file with the motivation to offer the user a simpler method of setting up different 
layouts for different scenarios. 

In regards to claim 4, Ezekiel teaches a method, wherein said suppress process 
conducts at least one of a first suppress display for suppressing an operation 
corresponding to each of said menu items and displaying said menu items in luminosity 
or a color that is different from a normal display, a second suppress display for 
suppressing said operation corresponding to each of said menu items and making said 
menu items invisible, and a third suppress display for suppressing said operation 
corresponding to each of said menu items (i.e. tt lf f according to the menu contents as 
previously determined in step AD, no commands are assigned to a display group for this 
group identifier (step CCJ, then the group is suppressed from the menu (step CD). 
Otherwise, the group is included in the menu as a display group that contains the 
previously determined commands (step CE). Processing continues until all possible 
groups of the menu have been considered. If the resulting menu is empty because all 
of its groups were suppressed (step CF), then the entire menu is suppressed (step 
CG)." Column 9, Line 33). 

Claim 8 is in the same context as claim 1; therefore it is rejected under similar 
rationale. 

Claim 9 is in the same context as claim 2; therefore it is rejected under similar 
rationale. 

Claim 14 is in the same context as claim 1 ; therefore it is rejected under similar 
rationale. 
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Response to Arguments 

Applicants arguments with respect to claims 1, 2, 4, 8, 9 and 14 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Inquiry 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Boris Pesin whose telephone number is (571) 272-4070. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday except every other Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kristine Kincaid can be reached on (571) 272-4063. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system; Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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